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Amendments to the Drawings : 

The attached sheets of drawings includes changes to FIGS 5, 9, and 14. These 
sheets, which includes FIGS. 3, 5, 6, 9, 14, and 15, replace the original sheets including 
FISGS. 3, 5, 6, 9, 14, and 15 (FIGS. 4, 6 and 15 are not changed). 

Attachment: Replacement Sheets 

Annotated Sheets Showing Changes 
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REMARKS 

This application has been carefully reviewed in light of the Office Action dated 
December 19, 2008. Claims 1-18 remain in this application. Claims 1, 8, and 12 are 
the independent Claims. Claims 1-9 and 12-18 have been amended. It is believed that 
no new matter is involved in the amendments or arguments presented herein. 

Reconsideration and entrance of the amendment in the application are 
respectfully requested. 

Drawing Amendment 

FIGS. 3, 5, and 9 are amended to reflect to specification amendment. FIG. 14 is 
amended to correct an informality. As with the specification amendment, no new matter 
is raised by the drawing amendment. Consideration and entrance of the replacement 
drawings are respectfully requested. 

Non-Art Based Rejections 

Claims 1-18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, as indefinite. In response, 
Applicant has amended the specification, drawings, and claims to address that issue. 
No new matter is entered by the amendments and therefore, no new matter issue arises 
from the amendment. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the above § 112 rejections 
are respectfully requested. 

The amendments are discussed herein. Regarding the term "process," there are 
several usages in the specification. First, a process may refer to a computer process, 
including one claimed by the present invention (see original Claim 1). For clarification, 
Applicant amends the specification to recite "computer process" when referring to the 
computer process. In contrast, a project to be evaluated includes a plurality of 
processes and jobs (see original specification page 3, lines 1 and 2 stating "... the 
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project which composes of a plurality of processes.. .'). Those processes comprising 
the objective project would not be identified by "computer process," but just "process." 

Regarding the terms "variance" and "variation," Applicant notes that those terms 
are used interchangeably in the original specification (the Merriam Webster On-line 
Dictionary defines "variance" as "variation," see http.7/www.merriam- 
webster.com/dictionary/variance, accessed March 30, 2009)("variation" is used in, for 
example, the original specification at page 6, lines 20-33). Applicant has amended the 
specification, claims, and drawings to use "variation" uniformly. 

Regarding the terms "square variance," "time-series," and "standard normalized 
random number," Applicant notes they are terms of art and are well known by persons 
of ordinary skill in the art. Those terms thus require no further disclosure in the 
specification ("square variance" appears at, for example, page 16, lines 22-30 of original 
specification; "time-series" appears at, for example, page 18, line 10 -page 19, line 14 
of the original specification' "standard normalized random number" appears at, for 
example, Equation 1 and Equation 3 at pages 12 and 13 of original specification). 

The term "parameters" of a project refers to elements of a project, such as 
"starting dates", "ending dates", "job volume", "man-hour", "job materials", "job costs" 
(see original Claim 2). The "parameters" are calculated and stored as quantitative 
information (values). The term "estimated value" usually refers to estimated value for a 
variation (of a parameter). The term "forecast of variations" refers to estimated future 
"variations" or evaluated future variations of parameters (in form of quantitative 
information). The term "critical" is used through the application is used to denote some 
constrain. 

One aspect of present invention is directed at a computerized process of 
evaluating a project, including computing the estimated of values of project parameters. 
The project parameters include, for example, starting date, end date, and cost (see 
original specification at page 3, lines 21 - 23). By way of example and using the 
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starting date as the exemplary parameter, the estimated starting date is computed by 
adding variables "Reference for Starting Date" and "Variation of Starting Date" 
(Equation 2 at page 2, lines 2-3 of the replacement specification). 

The variable "Reference for Starting Date" is, for example, set at the end date of 
a prior (pre-sequential) process (replacement specification at page 11, lines 7-13). 

To compute "Variation of Starting Date," a variable "Reference for Variation" is 
first calculated using a set of standard normalized random numbers, computed by Moro 
algorism and based on the probability distribution of the variations of starting date (see 
Equation 1 at page 11, lines 16-27 of the replacement specification). 

The variable "Variation of Starting Date" is determined based in part on a 
comparison of the "Reference for Variation" and parameters "Minimum Allowance for 
Starting Date Variation" and "Maximum Allowance for Starting Date Variation." In the 
case that the "Reference for Variation" is with the range set by the parameters, the 
"Variation of Starting date" is set to the "Reference for Variation" (the replacement 
specification at page 11, line 23 to page 12, line 8). Applicant notes this example 
embodies the limitations of amended claims 1 and 14. 

Since the claims are clearly supported and explained by the specification. 
Applicant respectfully submits that the claims of present application, as amended, 
comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. §112, and therefore, the claims are allowable 
under §112. Such allowance is respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the application is in 
condition for allowance. Reexamination and reconsideration of the application, as 
amended, are requested. 

If for any reason the Examiner finds the application other than in condition for 
allowance, the Examiner is requested to call the undersigned attorney at the Los 
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Angeles, California telephone number (310) 785-4721 to discuss the steps necessary 
for placing the application in condition for allowance. 

If there are any fees due in connection with the filing of this response, please 
charge the fees to our Deposit Account No. 50-1314. 



Respectfully submitted, 
HOGAN & HARTSON L.L.P. 



1999 Avenue of the Stars 
Suite 1400 



Date: April 17, 2009 




Los Angeles, CA 90067 
Phone: (310) 785-4600 
Fax: (310) 785-4601 
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